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US. Patent Application Serial No. 09/924,476 
Response to Office Action dated May 28 ? 2004 

what is claimed in order to satisfy the written description requirement. Lack of literal basis in the 
disclosure for the limitation that a claimed decomposition step 4< be conducted in the absence of a 
catalyst" does not establish a prima facie case for lack of descriptive support, and it cannot be 
held that the originally-filed disclosure wouli not have conveyed the concept of effecting 
decomposition at elevated temperatures in the absence of a catalyst. 

In the instant case, the specification dscloses that the chemical conversion film, which 
does not contain aluminum as a possible choice for the constituent component (a) in claim 1, is 
provided directly on the surface of the magnet. Thus, it would be clear to one of ordinary skill in 
the art that no aluminum film could be provided between the surface of the magnet and the 
chemical conversion film. 

Thus, the 35 USC § 102(b) rejection and the 35 USC § 103(a) rejection should both be 
withdrawn. 

In view of the aforementioned amendments and accompanying remarks, claims 1-6, as 
amended, are in condition for allowance, which action, at an early date, is requested. 

If, for any reason, it is felt that this application is not now in condition for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact Applicants' undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
indiciiLed below to arrange for an interview w expedite the disposition of this case. 
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